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LABOR-HHS-EDUCATION/40-Percent Increase for Public Broadcasting

SUBJECT: Departments of Labor, Health and Human Services, and Education and Related Agencies Appropriations
Bill for fiscal year 2000 . . . S. 1650. Specter motion to table the Reid amendment No. 1820.

ACTION: MOTION TO TABLE AGREED TO, 51-44

SYNOPSIS:  Asreported, S. 1650, the Departments of Labor, Health and Human Services, and Education and Related Age
Appropriations Bill for fiscal year 2000, will provide $324.2 billion in new budget authority, which is $22.531

billion more than provided in fiscal year (FY) 1999 and is $911.0 million less than requested. This amount includes adve
discretionary and mandatory appropriations and $9.902 billion in spending from trust funds. Budget authority for fis@0 year 2
discretionary spending will total $84.018 billion.

The Reid amendmentwould increase funding for the Corporation for Public Broadcasting (CPB) by 40 percent (to $47
million; last year's funding was $340 million; the bill proposes a $10-million increase to $350 million).

Debate was limited by unanimous consent. After debate, SenatotreBmoved to table the amendment. Galherthose
favoring the motion to table opposed the amendment; those opposing the motion to table favored the amendment.

Those favoringthe motion to table contended:

In prior debates on the CPB many Republicans have complained, rigbtly the far-left political views that dominate on these
"public” stations, and they have complained, rightly, about the elitist snobbery of much of the programming. Certainlydome g
programs are funded (as are many good programs on commercial and cable television), but why should average Americans be
to pay for programming to amuse rich, elitist socialists? Due to these twin problems of leftist bias and elitism, puldi¢dundin
the CPB has often been problematic. This year an addipostalem has surfaced. The inspector general of the CPB has found tha
53 of the 591 taxpayer-supported public broadcasting stations have made their private donor lists available, by excliange o
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to Democratic political organizations. No evidence has been found of Republican political organizations receiving sustsdonor li
from public broadcasting stations. Though no political bias has been shown in any of the exchanges, it does raise satspicions th
some of these public stations may have been acting as adjuncts of the Democratic Party. Given the circumstances, \aé think liber
Members who support public broadcasting should be happy that this bill has an increase in funding for the CPB of $1Bexillion. T
certainly cannot expect us to seriously consider increasing its budget by 40 percent. We obviously support the motion to table.

Those opposinghe motion to table contended:

The CPB is a national treasure. It has produced some of the finest programming in history, including the Ken Burns' series on
the Civil War and on baseball. Unfortunately, it is gradually being corrupted by commercial influences. Congress has regularly
attacked it, so it has looked to other sourcesuiod$. One of the majooarces that it has found is Corporate America, which has
increasingly given money with strings attached. Supposedly commercial-free stations now regularly run "underwriting" spots by
their program sponsors. Those spotssl an awful lot like 30 sead commercials. There is even some evidence of public stations
distorting their programming in order to protect their corporate sponsors from criticism. For instance, in one caseevstation n
revealed during its news programming that one of its main sponsors was being subjected to a boycott. The latest prablem that ha
been revealed is that public stations have been exchanging donor lists with and renting donor lists to political orgahiziations.
motive appears to be only to make money. Our Republican colleagues make much of the fact that Democratic party organizations
have received lists but not Republican party organizations, but that is only half of the story. Other political orgahizaéims t
definitely on the right side of the political spectrum, such as the Heritage Foundation, have received public staticis dbimer lis
result of this trend is that people will no longer be able to puistic radio and public television to be unbiased in their reporting.

They will have to wonder whether stations are engaging in self-censorship in order to get corporate cash. To fix thisgroblem w
have offered the Reid amendment. It would increase CPB funding dramatically in order to eliminate public stations' neéd to grov

for money to stay in business. Our colleagues say that the recent revelations about somatpuidicesting their donor lists

proves that we ought not to increase funding; we believe that those revelations increase the case for more public fR&déhg. The
amendment has been offered to strengthen the independence of public broadcasting stations. We strongly support this amendment.



